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those unemployed school leavers 
involved in the government's 


nor 


mis-named "Youth Opportunities 
Programme". This is basically 
a way of giving firms free 
workers, at minimal cost to 
the Government. The Govern- 
ment's solution to youth 
unemployment is to re-introduce 
National Service - they are 
already planning to put unem- 
ployed school leavers into the 
armed forces for 6 months - 
"voluntarily", at first. How- 
ever, they're not letting 
these young workers learn to 
use guns - this could prove 
dangerous. They just want a 
disciplined wage-slave force. 
Although Thatcher isn't 
losing any sleep over what she 
has hypocritically called the 


spring 1981 
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USA $0:50 


"tragic plight" of the unez- 
ployed, the leftists’ clai 
that the Tory Governnent is 
deliberate ting 
massive un e 
exists today is nonsense. A 
Government whose main ait 
to cut public spending ! 
going to deliberately increase 
that spending by adding 
billions of pounds to the cost 
of its unemployment bill. (A 
capitalist paper, the Financi 
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Times has estimated that un 
Ployment at present costs 


ernment over £84 
e and social sect 


uents and lost income tax - 
15.1.81.) The fact that public 
spending has INCREASED, under 
the present Gov ment (mainly 


due to its suhsidies to 
industry), while unemployment 
is higher than at any time since 
the Thirties, doesn't show that 
the Tories are deliberately 
creating unemployment. - It 
merely proves that they, no less 
than Labour before them, HAVE NO 
SOLUTION TO THE CRISIS. Whilst 
the Tories were ready to accept 
the political and economic 
effects of a short-term increase 
in unemployment as a result of 
their so-called "rationalisation" 
of industry, they thought that 
this would lead to an "upturn" 
in the economy. The world 
capitalist crisis has already 
smashed this idea. Soon the 
official unemployment figures 
Continued page 6 
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The Miners’ Strikes 


in January we predicted that 1981 
would be the "year of Thatcher's U- 
turn and may well be that of the 
working class as well" (Revolutionar 
Perspectives 18). Even before the 

st ste of 50,000 miners forced Thatcher 
to retreat from her pit closures plan 
the signs were that this was already 
coming true. 


The defeat of the steel strike 
last year was a defeat for the whole 
working class. It led to success for 


the Government in getting section 

after section of the class to accept 
wage cuts. 
of strikes 
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jut the union was only able to 
gradually 3 in control wuen massive 
concessions had been veroally given 
by the Government. (This unfon 
control still remains shaxy. iliners 
at Shilbottle in Northumberland are 
still on strike as we go to press.) 
the Government's Ueturn in offering 
state aid to the NCB amazed both 
workers and bosses alike. 

put amidst the euphoria we cannot 
overlook the fact that "miners' rule" 
is not workers! rule. From the one to 
the other is a long road littered 
with ovstacles. The miners strike 
illustrated. some of these. 

in the first place there was 
gectionalism, a tendency to call for 
ial treatment for the coal 

" This was in contrast to 
last year wnere South Wales miners 
tried to link up with steel workers. 
Class solidarity has nothing in 
common with the deals worked out by 
union leaders for "Triple Alliances". 
Such manoeuvres are intended to 
control any fledgling steps different 
sections of the class are taking 
towards solidarity action. As with 
the Triple Alliance in the 1926 
General Strike, such "alliances" of 
trade unions today will do their 
best to sabotage the struggle. 

Even as the miners' strike was 
ending, the water workers' strike. 
began and here again we saw how the 
unions isolated workers in struggle. 


After negotiating a 12.3% wage "rise" 
(i.e. in real terms a wage cut), the 
water workers' unions were able to 
isolate unofficial strikes in three 
areas in the north of England. After 
a week or so these isolated areas 
were forced to give in. 

Any struggle of British workers 
must overcome any nationalist diver-— 
sions thought up by the unions, such 
as import controls. Import controls 
simply import higher costs of living 
for the working class and export 
unemployment to workers of other 
countries. For capitalism they do 
‘nothing to solve the crisis. 

The working class is an inter- 
national class which faces the same 
exploitation in every country. At 
the present time workers in Poland 
are struggling against both the State 
and the newly-formed unions; in New 
Zealand workers have had a general 
strike in sympathy with arrested 
pickets; a strike wave has just swept 
Belgium and the Irish tanker drivers 
have gone on strike for the second 
time in six months (see Workers Voice 
2). British workers must not only 
take their struggles beyond the 
capitalist barriers of region and 
craft but also beyond the frontiers of 
capitalist states. A first step 
would be to learn from our Polish 
comrades, who have shown what can be 
achieved if sectional barriers are 
ignored and mass strikes extended 
to lead to new forms of organisation, 
For a mass strike to succeed,it must 
be controlled by the workers them- 
selves through elected strike 
committees and assemblies of recallable 
delegates. Mo do this workers have 
to realise that the unions are 


enemies of the working class. The 


value of February's miners! strike 
is that this truth has once again 
been clearly revealed to the working 
class. . 


ALGERIAN POLITICAL PRISONERS 


paskung in the glory of its part in 
setting free the U.S. hostages, %.1¢ 
Algerian ruling class is being 

hailed in the West as a defender of 
"human rights". The capitalist press 
has studiously ignored the massacres 
last year of workers demonstrating 
against unemployment and inflation, by 
the Algerian army. For example, at 
Kabilia 30 workers were killed, 450 
wounded and dozens more given jail 
sentences of at least 8 years. 

Among the victims of state 
repression in Algeria are 7 
communists. They were sentenced by 
a military tribunal to between 3 and 
10 years imprisonment for "belonging 
to a clandestine organisation". Five 
of them are members of the Inter- 
national Communist Party (Communist 
Program). They were discovered with 
Teft communist newspapers and then 
tortured into making "confessions". 

We support the struggle of 
working class militants and revolu- 
tionaries imprisoned in the struggle 
for socialism. Countries like 
Algeria expose the myth of "national 
liberation". The regimes that 
result from national liberation 
struggles are every bit as capitalist, 
repressive, violent and anti-working 
class as the regimes elsewhere. 

Leftists who support nationalist 
movements are the accomplices of the 
states these movements create. The 
Trotskyists who supported the Algerian 
NLF in the 50s and the Vietnamese NLF 
in the 60s, now support the IRA and 
the nationalist guerrillas in Latin 
America. Against the pseudo- 
revolutionary lies of twleft, 
communists call on workers to destroy 
these movements and the reactionary 
regimes they give birth to. For mass 
strikes to free communist prisoners of 
the class war. For a workers! 
militia to defend the class and its 
revolutionary vanguard against the 
state violence of the bosses. 


Down with national liberation! 
Solidarity with working class 
militants in nationalist 
prisons! 


The CWO is in solidarity with 


‘Mohamed Bensaada 

*Rabah Benkherllat 

*Abdelmalek Kendour 

*Sid Ali Akbache 

*Mohamed Naaman 
and their unnamed comrades in Blida. 
Their struggle is our struggle. 
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SPAIN: 
a coup for 
democracy 


The value of democracy has recently 
been realised by the bulk of the 
Spanish ruling class. The abortive 


-military coup of February 23rd, and 


the 14 million strong demonstration 

in support of "democracy" which 
followed, are a great victory for the 
democratic faction of the ruling class. 

The timely death of Franco in 
1975 allowed the reins of power to 
pass peacefully to the democratic 
wing of the bourgeoisie in the form 
of a constitutional monarchy. It 
was timely because the Spanish bosses 
were faced with a growing class 
struggle from a militant workforce, 
which the force alone of Franco's 
troops and police could not extinguish. 
Under a dictatorship, the brutality of 
exploitation is not covered up by the 
farce of elections, by the pretence 
that a different party in power would 
do more for the working class. A 
democratic system gives workers the 
illusion that they can choose a 
government which will act in their 
interests. This is why the bosses 
prefer democracy to dictatorship, 
because it makes capitalism more 
secure. 

WORKERS! STRUGGLES IN SPAIN 
Between 1972 and 1976 the Spanish 
working class was in the vanguard of 
the international revival in class 
struggle, the highpoints being the 
violent mass strikes in Barcelona and 
the seizure of the town of Pamplona 
in 1974. These strikes were not led 
by the unions, but conducted by 
factory assemblies through which the 
workers controlled their own struggle. 
Since 1976 Spanish workers have been 
faced with the same drop in real wages 
and rising unemployment as workers in 
the rest of Europe, but the class 
struggle has not reached the same — 
level as it did in 1974. The demo- 
cratic fig leaf has done its job for 
the moment, it has tamed the class 
struggle. 

This was confirmed by the events 
of February. After the defeat of the 
tejero coup over a million people took 
to the streets in support of democracy. 
These celebrations show that the 
capitalist class has been able to 
strengthen the myth that a "democrat- 
ically elected" government won't use 
violence against the working class, and 
serve to prepare the workers for a 
blood bath when the army does seize 
power. All democracies, including 
left-wing ones use the army to break 
strikes. An obvious example is the 
Allende Government in Chile which 
brought the generals into the Govern- 
ment and in 1972 fired on striking 
copper miners. .In the army takeover 
which ousted Allende in 1973,it was 
the workers who once again were 
massacred, while the leftists world- 
wide rallied to support Allende under 
the slogan "defend democracy". 

Workers must look to their own 
class interests. In 1936 the demo- 
cratic Spanish Republic would have 
collapsed, had the working class not 
rallied to defend it against Franco's 
military coup. The civil war which 
followed led to the massacre of a whole 
generation of Spanish workers. Demo- 
cracy can't defend workers against 
repression, since it is part of the 
repressive apparatus itself. The war 
in Spain was a foretaste of things to 
come for the workers of Western 
Europe, who were mobilised into the 
armies of the 2nd imperialist World 
War, again in the name of the defence 
of democracy. Then, as now, what 
separated revolutionaries from the 
leftist supporters -- state capitalism, 
the Stalinists and Trotskyists, was 
the call for revolutionary defeatism. 
This means refusing to fight for any 
capitalist regime, whether of left or 
right, East or West, whether it is a 
dictatorship or a democracy. 


It means fighting for communism. 


With a demonstration of 80,000 people 
in London in October last year and 
membership near 10,000, CND has 
signalled that it has risen from the 
dead. Its campaign today mirrors the 
anti-nuclear campaigns in Europe and 
the anti-draft campaigns in the U.S. 

Reasons for the growth of 
pacifism throughout the world are not 
hard to find. The world capitalist 
crisis has spared neither East nor 
West and has led to a growth of inter- 
national tension, In Britain Cruise 
missiles are to be deployed by the 
USA, whilst the Government intends to 
replace the Polaris missile with 
Trident. Defence spending is to rise 
by £1 billion to £97 billion at a time 
when cuts in housing and education 
and social services have led to 
virtual collapse in some areas. In 
Reagan's USA military spending is to 
rise twice as fast as in Britain and 
will reach 222 billion for the year 
1981-2. The neutron bomb and the 
development of "theatre nuclear 
weapons" are to go ahead. Despite 
its ailing economy, Russia devotes 
12-15% of its best resources to 
military spending. Both sides have 
vast stockpiles of chemical and 
biological weapons. 


THE ROOTS OF WARMONGERING 


Amidst the globally escalating 
tension and reappearance of the world 
economic crisis 10 years ago, the 
rivalry between the two capitalist 
blocs, Russia and the U.S., has 
increased and become more dangerous. 
Due to falling profit rates, comp- 
etition between capitalist states has 
become cut-throat, and the eed to 
defend and extend the E 
trade interests ( 
nas voecome more intense. tT unti 
inter-bloc tension has led to ever 
more risky escapades 9f armed inter- 
vention on the road leading to World 
War 3 (e.g. Russia's invasion 
Afghanistan, or Carter's atte 
free the Iranian hostages). 
world war come the sxirmishes 
dress rehearsals. Before the First 
World War came the Balkan wars and 
the Moroccan crises; before World 
2 came Abyssinia and the Spani 
Civil War. 

The capitalists also now think 
that it is possib for one side to 
win in another wo war, never mind 
the estimated 500 llion dead that 
will result! (The British ruling 
class expects 60% of us to perish.) 
New weapons like the neutron bomb and 
"tactical nuclear weapons" will give 
a great advantage to whoever strikes 
first. It is now possible to destroy 
the enemies, or so the generals advise, 
without being totally destroyed in 
return. 

So while the workers in the 
Russian bloc are told of the threat 
from U.S. imperialism, we in the West 
hear of the growing Soviet menace. 
Television and the newspapers try to 
lull us into accepting that World War 
Three is simply inevitable and we 
should be alarmed chiefly about the 
lacx of fall-out shelters! War 
scares are also used by the bosses to 
try and get workers to accept 
austerity. The message to Russian 
workers queueing for meat or to French 
or British workers facing inflation 
and the dole is the same - "Don't ask 
for a decent standard of living, we 
need the money for tanks and bombs to 
defend you from the foreign enemy." 


CND LIES 


The leaders of CND tell us that if 
enough people go on enough marches 
then capitalism can be changed into a 
peaceful system, This is quite simply 
a lie. Arguments like this have 
always been used by pacifists. Their 
logic is to limit our struggle to 
futile demonstrations. in Britain 
the Labour Left, SWP and CND all make 
out that capitalism has a choice over 
whether or not it goes to war. They 
tell us that war is the result of a 
lunatic right-wing policy like that 
of Reagan or Thatcher and that peace 


can be assured by voting Labour into 
power and then pressurising it into 
a policy of disarmament. These 
liberals who whine about disarmament 
are either ignorant or hypocrites. 

In 1914 and 1939 the Labour Party, 
with the help of the trade unions, 
supported the imperialist war. They 
helped to recruit workers for the 
slaughter and did all they could to 
prevent strikes against the war. 

They will do the same tomorrow and 
CND is helping to prepare the way 
for them to play that role. : 
The wnuole idea that by banning nuclear 
weapons world war can be avoided is 
nonsense. Capitalism has never been 
too worried about its instruments of 
destruction. Arsenals worldwide are 
full of napalm, ne gas, machine 
guns and high explosives: t horrors 
of the Tokyo and Dresden " re-storm" 
pombing raids in World War Two were 
no less barbaric (and inflicted 
bigger casualities) than the nuclear 
holocaust of Hiroshima. By defending 
a so-called "rational" non-nuclear 
British deterrent the E,P. Thompsons, 
Benns, etc, are really saying that 

they support the workers of Russia 
dnd’ the West slaughtering each other 
+e. but only with machine guns, 
napalm, and other "conventional" 
weapons. 

The only way to end such 
by destroying the capitali 
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practice a this means 
an alternative left-wing government. 
But no left-wing strategy, no matter 
how radical, will be able to provide 
jobs instead of bombs. Capitalism 
cannot solve its problems by building 
nurseries or hospitals. 
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tendency of capitalism to war. After 
all, if the bosses can persuade us to 
accept austerity in the "national 
interest" then this will help to draw 
out the crisis. f workers don't 
accept that they must pay for the 
erisis, then the ruling class will 
have less room for manoeuvre and will 
be forced to turn to their war 
solution sooner. This actually 
happened in Britain and Russia in 
1914 where war was seen as a way to 
"unite the country" following a wave 
of strikes in the 1911-14 period. 
History has shown that only the 
international working class revolution 
can put an end to imperialist wars. 
In the period 1916-18,a series of 
strikes and mutinies from Russia, 
through Germany and France, to Britain, 
began in opposition to the war, as 
workers began to realise the truth 
of Marx's words that the workers have 
no fatherland and that "the enemy 
lies in your own country" (John 
Maclean). Eventually in 1917 the 
workers in Russia, led by a party 
that had insisted from 1914 that 
“the imperialist war must be turned 
into a civil war", seized power. 
This was followed a year later by the 
November revolutions in Austria and 
Germany which brought an end to the 
capivaiist war Una fo. a short time 
opened up the prospect of communist 
civilisation. This revolutionary 
wave was defeated by 1921, but since 
1945 the working class has re-emerged 
as an international force to be 


3 


Against the bomb; but for capitalism 


reckoned with and ready once again to 
take up its historic tasks. 

Obviously a revolutionary 
struggle isn't going to spring out of 
thin air today. It is only from the 
development of the daily class struggle 
now that the revolutionary struggle of 
tomorrow can emerge. Unlike the 
Thirties, when the international 
working class had still to recover 
from the defeat of the post- World 
War One revolutionary wave, today's 
generation of workers remains 
undefeated. In the Thirties the 
peace movement proved itself impotent 
to stop the 2nd World Warj;while the 
working class' physical exhaustion 
and decimation, accompanied by wide- 
spread political confusion as to 
where its real interests lay, meant 
that there was no possibility of a 
mass revolutionary movement emerging 
against capita mand its war. The 
revolutionary defeatism of the workers 
of 1914-18 is in direct contrast to 
CND's view of "mutually assured 
destruction" - i.e. give up the fight 
when war is declared. As we showed 
above, the capitalists are planning a 
war to be won, a battlefield war from 
which they hope to survive. So if war 
does break out before revolution can 
destroy capitalism, communists don't 
give up their struggle. We draw the 
lessons from 1914-18 and say that the 
fight must continue through strikes 
and mutinies leading to revolution 
against capitalism itself. 

Today, once again the socialist 
alternative is a real possibility. 
While the campaigns of the pacifists 
are as powerless to prevent war as 
ever, the wor ass is objectively 
in a stro position. it 
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IRELAND 


The pre-Christmas hunger strike of 
Republican prisoners in the H-block 
in Northern Ireland and its repeat 
again in March has brought the issue 
of the "six counties" to the fore- 
front of British politics again. 
The prisoners have been fouling their 
cells and refusing food in a demand 
for yolitical status from the British 
State. The leftist and liberal 
supporters of the [HA responded to 
these events with a solidarity 

g n for the st rs in an 
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arguing that the solidarity campaign 
contained "the seeds of a proletarian 
class response to state terror". 
According to the ICC, communists 


support all prisoners seeking "to gain 
provements in their conditions".* 
Against all the distortions and 
emotional outpourings, we emphatically 
assert that communists DO NOT 
solidarise in any way with the hunger 
strikers, that EVERY ONE of them has 
their hands directly or indirectly 
stained with working class blood. 
Just as surely as the terror of the 
torious worxing class will strike 
at the UDA and other para-military 
jalist gangs, so too will it strike 
mercilessly at the IRA and any other 
such nationalist organisations. 


* orld Revolution 35, 3 
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A. The answer is si NO. The IRA 
is certainly fig British 
Army, but this is not the same thing. 


nperialism is an economic and 
political relations! between an 
advanced capitalist state and a back- 
ward one. The "six counties" are, 
and were historically, part of BRITISE 
capitalism, and thus Britain's 
relationship with them is no more 
imperialist than its relations 
Wales or Lancashire. Before Britain 
itself came under the domination of 
US imperialism, its relationship to 
Eire (not to Ulster) was an 
imperialist one. Today, both Britain 
and Eire are part of US imperialism. 
The IRA, on the other hand, has 
always been willing to fight for the 
interests of imperialist powers that 
have been in opposition to Britain. 
In 1916 their forerunners rose in 
Dublin in collaboration with German 


imperialism; and during the 2nd World 
War the IRA had discussions with 
Hitler that led to an IRA offensive 
and the lighting of flares to help the 
Luftwaffe bomb Belfast. Today the 
IRA survives mainly from the support 
it gets from a section of American 
imperialism, and the US bosses as a 
whole would like to see an end to 
British troops in Ulster. They 
recognise that it would be far more 
useful for US imperialism if the 
British Army was in Germany facing the 
Russians rather than in Ulster. 


Q. Does that mean you 
support the idea of "two 
nations" and the existence 
of the border? 


A. Although it is true that the 
economic and social, hence national 
development was different in UIs 

from in the rest of Ireland during the 
period of capitalist expansion in the 
18th and 19th centuries, this does not 
mean that we support the idea of a 
separate Ulster, any more than we 

port the idea of a unified Ireland. 
Today, when capitalism has completed 
its historical tasks - the creation of 
working class in the north and south - 
the r of commur s is not to 
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Just as the original IRA broke up the 
Cork Soviet in 1920 at bayonet point 
and brought back the Republican 
capitalists, so the Eire government 
last year broke the tanker drivers' 
strike by the use of troops. Fron 

the communist point of view both 
Irish states were and are equally 
reactionary. Nothing would be gained 
from their unification. Both must be 
destroyed. 


n state, 


Q. But aren't the Protestant 
workers privileged and loyal 
to capitalism? 
A. Gapitalism inevitably divides the 
working class into categories, some of 
which are materially less badly off 
than others. But we only fall into the 
trap of playing the bosses' game if we 
encourage warfare within the working 
class. Our task is to encourage the 
class to forge its unity in struggle. 
It is true that by and large the 
Protestant workers obtained in the past 
the more skilled and steady jobs than 
the Catholics and that they are better 
housed. But to talk of the Protestant 
workers as a privileged strata is 
idiotic. Even Protestant workers in 
Northern Ireland receive only 75% of 
the average British wage, suffer 
unemployment twice the national 
average and live in some of the worst 
housing in Britain. Sandy Row is no 
haven of the proletarian aristocracy. 
Protestants certainly falsely 
‘iden ify their interests with British 
capitalism, which they see as assuring 
them certain social security rights 
and welfare benefits denied in Eire. 
But it is NOT our task to convince 
them that their interests lie instead 
in a nationalist/clerical state, but 
to fight to win them for working class 
politics. AND IT IS THE IRA AND 
CATHOLIC NATIONALIS! which is the 
aain obstacle to this Every I 
outrage drives the Protestant worxers 
i e arms of Unionism ever more 
The Protestant working class 
a history of struggle, with its 
high point in the great 40 hour strike 
of 1919. Even during the last 10 
years it has fought in the shipyards, 
cement works and hospitals, struggles 
which ALL leftist groups have contin- 
ual mored. It is on this 
tradition, loudly proclaiming our 
rejection of both Unionism and 
Nationalism, that communists must 
build. 


Q. So you would have 
supported the Protestant 
Ulster Workers Council 


strike in 1974? 


> communists it is the content, 
potential of a 
portant. The IJ 
the weight of reactionar) 
Loyali sm on the Protestant wor xing 
class. In no way could the struggle 
which erupted in protest against power 
sharing and a "Council of Ireland" 
have broxen from this framework. 
Therefore, we do not fall into the 

trap of those who, tmesmerised by the 
mass activity and support shown for 
the strike and the et that it 
clashed with the British State, give 
it their support. When the Protestant 
worxers move against their own ruling 
class we support tt » When they are 
mobilised by the Unionist bourgeoisie 
or petty bourgeoisie against their 
Catholic brothers and sisters, we 
oppose then. 


yg. Isn't it true that the 
British ruling class 
supports the Unionists and 
that in opposing them, we 
oppose our own bourgeoisie? 


A This is one of the most potent 
yths of the leftists and nationalists. 
is NOT true that the British ruling 
class wants to hold on to Ulster. If 
it could be assured of a stable 
political situation in both north and 
south, it would withdraw tomorrow, and 
hand its loss-making province (£600m 
a year hout the cost of troops) 
over to re. But the Eire 
bourgeoisie no longer wants the 

north whose economy is in ruins and 
where it would be unable to police 
the 1 million strong Protestant 
community. This would lead to 
instability in the whole of Ireland, 
to the detriment of the interests of 
Western imperialism as a whole. If 
the troops were pulled out by the 
British government, they would be 
recalled -by the Eire government. ALL 
British political parties want rid of 
Ulster. This is as true of the Tories 
as it is of Labour and the Liberals. 
It was the Conservatives who 
abolished Stormont in the early 1970s 
and dismantled the Orange statelet. 

It is now Thatcher who is talking to 
Eire's leader, Haughey about an 
"Irish dimension" to the problems of 
Ulster. It is awareness of this, and 


not insanity, that led the Unionists 
to break from the Tories, and now 
leads Paisley to threaten to repeat 
Carson's stand of 1912 against Home 
Rule. 


The programme of the IRA is there- 


fore in the objective interests of 
British capitalism and Western 
imperialism as a whole. For the 
moment it remains an impossibility, 
due to the intransigence of the Ulster 
Loyalists. And it is this intrans- 
igence, not "Whitehall plots", which 
has ALWAYS frustrated plans for a 
united: Ireland. It was the Unionist 
split from the Liberals which 
Home Rule in 1886, as did the 
of Ulster by Carson in 1912. 
original partition of Ireland in 1920 
was seen by Britain as temporary, and 
during World War 2 South was 
offered unification by the Bri tish 
Government if it wo 
against Germany 
ruling class 
bourgeois and 
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Surely, however, at 
least you call for the 
withdrawal of the troops? 

A. The leftists, liberals and 
Catholic nationalists who called for 
the troops to be sent in 10 years ago 
now call for their withdrawal. We 
communists have no advice to give to 
the ruling class on the deployment of 
its military forces. The presence of 
troo signifies the failure of 

normal capitalist insitutions in 
Northern Ireland, the withdrawal of 
the troops would not solve this. Our 
attitude towards the "workers in 
uniform" is the same as that towards 
those workers dragooned into the para- 
military forces of the IRA and UDA: 
revolutionary defeatism, a refusal to 
sill fellow workers and fraternisation 
of all sections of the working class. 
We must agitate against the use of 
troops as strike breakers and mae 
clear that we do this neither from a 
Loyalist nor a nationalist basis. 
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"In what way does this or that 
struggle advance, either directly or 
indirectly, the positiép of the 
working class?" é 
In fact Lenin's vigws on the 

possibility of national self- 
determina m after “1914 were 
dangerously wrong and out of date. 
Nowhere was this clearer than in 
Rus during the Revolution itself. 
By giving "self-determination"” in 
1913 to the Finns and Ukrafinians, 
Lenin not only ensured the slaughter 
of the workers in those areas by the 
newly independent’ bourgeoisie, but 
found that they had immediately 
joined with German imperialism in 
sending 
In the period of capitalist develop- 
ment up to about 1914 socialists 
could support national struggles if: 
a) They were politically useful to 
the working class; or 
b) They had a real chance of leading 
to the development of a dynamic 
national economy; or 
c) Their success would help to reduce 
chauvinism in the imperialist state 
(e.g. Russia and Poland, Britain and 
Ireland). 
National struggles which could have 
none of these effects were not 
sucported by socialists (e.g. Marx 
not call for Indian independence 
sec the independence of 
today's Czechoslovak 
er or not Marx was right or 

nh udgement of specific 
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Nationalist 
merge now are 
bound up the struggle 
sian and Western 
. @hey cannot achieve 
peration and they merely 
and physical 
attacss on the worsing class. Thus, 
whilst we would have supported Home 
Rule for Ireland in the 19th century 
(with probably some provision for 
Ulster once the issue arose), by 1914 
the ole question was simply 
irrelevant to the working class, since 
the objective conditions for communism 
now existed. 

The last 70 years have shown 
that nationalism has become AN ATTACK 
on the working class and a barrier to 
eda freedom. Today Irish unity would 
neither lead to the independent 
erowth of a new capitalist state, nor 
to working class solidarity, only to 
the continuation of the divisions 
within the working class that we have 
to work to overcome. In response 
to calls for "Troops Out", "Solidarity 
with Long Kesh" or "Support the IRA", 
the slogans of the communists are: 
"Down with Loyalism and Republicanism!" 


nations 
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"For UNITED workers self-defence 
against the Army and para-militarists" 


"Por a united class struggle of 
Catholic and Protestant workers!" 


WORKERS! Your blood is RED, not 
Orange or Green, rally to the Red 
I unism! 


banner of co 


armies against the workers'state! 


under Thatcher will have doubled, 
under the last Labour Government they 
most tripled. Clearly neither 
arty has an answer. 

It is the same the world over. 
From Europe to the USA, from Russia 


D 


to China - it doesn't matter what 
sort of government is in power or 
wether you live in the Eastern or 


Western bloc - inflation, austerity 
and increasing unemployment are facts 
of life for the world's working 
class. 

The real reason for the crisis 
and unemployment is the worldwide 
decline in industry's profit rates. 
This is a vicious circle. As more 

im rns find themselves 
hout enough funds to reinvest in 
re expensive and sophisticated 
nery and capital equipment, other 
ras find the market for their 
has declined. Production 
k, workers are laid off 
irms find their sales 
8 leads to further 
s in production and more lay-offs. 
at the same time, competition 
between f to undercut 
prio ving fewer wor. 
produce more goods is getting 
and more vicious. To do this they 
have to automate and introduce speed- 
ups. This means laying off workers. 
And so it continues. Falling profits 
and bankruptcy for the capitalists, 
and short-time working and unemploy- 
ment for the working class are the 
order of the day. 
he leftist "solution" of more 
lisations and greater workers! 
dation in managements! decision 
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own fault if y en't got a job, 
but they have ott prop da 
weapons. For instance accounts 


of the unemployed 
enohasise the trad 
unenployed (what Marx 
"industrial reserve ar 
source of black-leg labour during 
strikes, and as a means of under- 
cutting the going wage rate in times 
of "business slump". But this is 
not the full story. 


UNEMPLOYED'S FIGHTING TRADITION 


It is more difficult for unemployed 
workers to organise, but Tn times of 
capitalist slump like today, when 
thousands of workers are being 
thrown out of a job, these new 
recruits to the "industrial reserve 


UNEMPLOYMENT 


cont. from page 1 


army" bring with them their recent 
experience of collective action in 
the factories and other workplaces. 

As early as the 1860s Marx 
refers to the Unemployed Workers! 
Committee formed by workers in the 
East End of London who had lost 
their jobs in one of capitalism's 
cyclical slumps. History not only 
shows us that the unemployed can 
overcome their isolation and 
organise, it also gives us examples 
of unemployed workers taking 
militant action at the forefront of 
the class struggle 

e@During the "Great Depression" 
in 1886, when unemployment in 
Britain was 10%, there was a 
militant demonstration by 
thousands of unemployed workers in 
London. This was followed by 
riots and demonstrations throughout 
the country. In some areas 
brigades of unemployed drilled in 
secret. The government tried to 
clamp down on mass working class 
action by banning demonstrations and 
outlawing political speeches by 
working class leaders. The working 
class - both unemployed and 
employed - retaliated by holding an 
unlawful free speech demonstration 
in Trafalgar Square on Sunday 13th 
November, 1887. This came to be 
cnown.as 'Bloody Sunday' because of 
the violence used by the military 
and police to disperse the crowd. 
Many were injured and arrested. One 
unemployed worker, Albert Linnell, 
was killed. During these years the 
militancy of the unemployed made the 
British ruling class fear the "Red 
Revolution" and "Anarchy". 

@in 1920-21 the revolutionary 
socialist, John Maclean organised 
mass meetings and demonstrations of 
the unemployed in Glasgow. In 1920 

roops from the Black Watch regiment 
were used against a 20,000 strong 
demonstration of unemployed workers 
in Sheffield after local troops had 
refused to act against their jobless 


eDuring the 1930s the activity of 
the unemployed in Britain was not 
mited to the passive BUR SS: marches 
with the begg bowl to the Govern- 
ment the ruling class is so fond of 
reminding us about. The most 
effective actions of the unemployed 
were militant mass demonstrations 
where workers retaliated against 
police violence. For a week in 
February 1935 demonstrations like this 
throughout the country forced the 
Government to withdraw dole cuts which 
would have come into force with Part 2 
of the 1934 Unemployment Act. 

There's no question that the 
unemployed can unite and put up a 
litant fight. The capitalist class 
is aware of this and the politicians! 
concern for the "unemployment problem" 
is not so much inspired by sympathy 
for workers out of a job but by the 
fear of the possible political results 
(what they call "social unrest") if 
the millions of us out of work took 
to the streets. Because they are 
afraid of the unemployed fighting 
together, they try to pick us off one 
by one. Their favourite trick is 
victimisation - the DHSS has its own 
spies ("snoopers") to find out if 
unemployed workers are claiming more 
than their "fair share" of poverty. 

A new report by the Government claims 
that one in twelve claimants are 
fiddling the system - a pathetic 
attempt to divide the working class. 


HOW TO ORGANISE TODAY 


Today the necessity for unemployed 
worxers to organise and fight against 
falling living standards is becoming 
more and more obvious. Unemployed 
workers are not only subject to the 
general attack on living standards 
via inflation and social service cuts, 
they are also being directly attacked 
by Government cut-backs in unemploy- 
ment benefits and a deliberate 

policy of making it harder to claim 
those legal allowances which haven't 
yet been slashed. Just as for the 
rest of the working class, it's no 
good unemployed workers accepting 
these attacks without a fight. To 

do so won't lead to economic reenvery 
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- it only invites furthe- attac 

the State. There is no reason for 
any section of the working class to 
accept any more sacrifices for 
tem which can offer us NOTHING Vut 


doing, 


a drop in living standard., 
yment and eventually the grounds for capitali 
‘hter of a 3rd World Jar. Thus, the trade 
qavestion then for the Labour Party o tal 
is not "can we organise?" sporadic regional dem 
we organise?" but "How do safety Saleee tea 
2?" Por, while capitalism The unions an 


that capitalism can still grant 
reforms to the working class. 
function, whatever they say they are 
is to break up the class 
struggle section by s 
by region to divert it on to safe 


vert working class 


can only begin by organising 


politically outside of them. This ‘is 
why we are calling for the formation 
of unemployed workers! groups. These 
groups are not the unemployed's 
equivalent of a trade union. They 
are political groups organised around 
basic working class political 
positions. Their aims are to fight 
amongst the unemployed for a mass 
struggle against the State's attacks 
and for the formation of a real 

the international 
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solution is the destruction of ations and worse, mass strikes, ion of the working class, there 
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Before this revolutionary 
alternative to capitalism can be 
imposed workers must organise to 
resist capitalism's attacks NOW, 
Employed or unemployed, the strength 
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collective action and our ; tical unemployed into "Ma 
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1856 unemployed worker a massive demonstration 
in trafalgar Square. 

In 1920 John Maclean led a march of unemployed workers 
through the Glasgow Stocx Exchange. 

In 1935 


street battles with the police, 
withdraw dole cuts. 


ss demonstrations of the unemployed, involving 
forced the Government to 


UNEMPLOYED MUST OKGANISS 


It's not only possible for unemployed workers to organise, 
it's essential! Already the State has begun to attack the 
unemployed. Unemployment Benefit is being eaten away by 
inflation; many Social Security 'rights' have been withdrawn; 
the Earnings Related Supplement has been reduced as the first 
step towards abolishing it completely. As unemployment gets 
even worse and the cost of maintaining the dole queues 
increases the State will step up its attack: that is, if the 
millions of us without a job don't put up a united fight. 


ONLY ONE SOLUTION FOR WORKING CLASS 


Unemployment is not a plot by the Thatcher Government. From 
East to West, the whole world economy is in crisis. In China 
there are 20 million unemployed; the USA has 8 million. 
= er ESET No country can 
esate TES crisis, 
whatever party is 
in power. Look at 
the Labour Party. 
Any idea that it 
has a solution is 
rubbish. During 
the last Labour 
Government unemploy- 
ment almost tripled, 
from 600,000 to 1s 
#million. The system 
is in mortal crisis. 
It cannot keep the 
factories open, never 
mind get the unemploye 
back to work. The 
only way capitalism 
can solve this present 
crisis is in the way 
it has solved all its 
previous crises this 
century ~ by another 
Yet there is a sane alternative to this senseless 
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NOT OUT OF THE FIGHT! 


round of crisis and war. fhe alternative is 
as nothing to do with Russian state capitali 
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be achieved by working class revolution. 
only way to put an end, once and for all to une 
1 tion and imperialist wa 
PIGHT CAPITALISn, NOT JUST T ner 


Eventually the fight for jobs anda 
living standards will lead to a 
Like every otner section of the wo 
workers will have to organise and E 
the worxforce if they are not to be defeate 
Thirties in America unemployed workers 
workers in jobs and joined lines 
Today the unemployed must dy. the same. 
fight against the bosses' attempts to divi 
class. 


today, unlike the Thirties, there is a small t 
revolutionary minority in sritain. We are no 
impossible reforms from a bankrupt system. (¢ 
only realistic one: the forging of an intern 
communist party to ve a political lead in 
destroy this tottering system. 


The revolutionary struggle of tomorrow will grow out of 
experience of the work ng class in organising against 
capitalism's attacks today. Employed or unemployed, an 
effective fight can't be waged by following the campaircns 
of the unions and left-wing parties for a chance in 
government. We must begin to organise NOW to fight our 


enemy - capitalism, left and right! 
UNEMPLOYED WORKERS GROUPS 


The first step in the unemployed's battle is the formation 
of unemployed workers' groups. ‘These groups link up workers 
isolated on the dole and allow them to forge iinks with 
employed workers. Through these groups workers can: 


* oppose the State's attempts to cut dole and Social 
Security payments - 
* organise a collective fight against victimisation of 
individuals 
* organise to support strikes 
oppose the use of unemployed workers as blacklegs 
dq * form centres for communist education. Once armed with 


political understanding, unemployed workers' groups can 
take a leading role in the struggle of the whole working 
class against capitalism's attacks. 


If you are unemployed and agree with us that an effective 
organisation of those out of work demands political organisation 
outside of-the capitalist parties and the trade unions, then 
contact the Communist Workers' Organisation at the address below: 


ence Drive, Glasgow Gl2 


Bs 


March 2nd 1981. On this day sixty 
years ago an armed rebellion broke 
out in Russia. Sailors and workers 
in the naval garrison town of 
Kronstadt, near Petrograd, were 
challenging the rule of the Bolshevik 


Party. Deving the civil war the 
working ss in Kronstadt and 
Petrogr: nad been amongst the most 


class ccnscious worwers in Russia 

and the two towns were strong centres 
for Bolshevik support. Now, in March 
1921, in a 15 voint programme, the 
members of the Kronstadt Soviet 
demanded (amongst other things): 
"Immediate new elections to the 
Soviets ... freedom of speech for the 
Anarchists and for the Left Socialist 
es +.» equalisation of rations 
granting to the peasants 
n... provided they 
red labour." They 

as Trotsky said later, 
"special privileges 


reedom 
ao not emplo: 
NOT demand, 
ee trade” or 
themselves". 
e demands were not only 
tic Fleet, but 
ber of Bolshevik 
ronstadt. Indeed 
by the Boishevik 
ronstadt on 
ecause some of the 
over to tne side of 
Later a delegation 
to negotiate its 

y thrown into a 
of negotiating, 
p spread the 
gener called 


in tre 


n ranking 


Ked Army 


,» Cheka units and 


jolsnevi 


MOL Nie onaries 
ets of 
ries today have 
what Kronstadt 
ure of revolution. 


is in truth much 
the event of 
which was only an 


THE EVENTS LEADING TO 192) 


fe cannot isolate Kronstadt from 
evelopments in the Russian economy, 
in the Soviet state and in the inter- 
national situation in the period 1917- 
1. The najor question posed by 
Kronstadt is, "How is it that the 
8olshevik Party, the clearest 
expression of the world working class 
from 1914-17, the leading party to 
call for turning the "imperialist war 


HE KRONSTADT SOVIET 


End of the World Revolution 


TT ee 
bolshevik poster of 1919 calling the 
lors the "Vanguard of the Revolution" 


refutes Trotsky's lies about the 
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Red army units’ launching their attack o 
Kronstadt on the nygnt of 17 March 192 


the countryside left the towns where 
they were starving. By 1921 there 
were less than half the numbers of 
workers in industry that there had 
been in 1914. Forced requisitions 
of peasant grain stocks had led to 
famine. Conditions for those who 
survived were horrendous, as Victor 


Serge's description of Petrograd in 


early 1921 shows; 
“Winter was a torture (there is 
no other word for it) for the 
townspeople: no heating, no 
lighting, and the ravages of 
famine. Children and feeble old 
folk died in their thousands; 
Typhus was carried everywhere 
by lice and took its frightful 
toll ... People dined on a 
pittante of oatmeal or half- 


rotten horsemeat, 
sugar would 
tiny fragmen 


a lump of 
divided into 
among a family." 


In such conditions it is not 
surprising that an outbreak of 
working class anger should erupt 
The fact that it led to the demand for 
fresh elections to the Soviets was 
due to the decline of those bodies in 
three years of civil war. In 1918 the 
Soviets had been the scenes of lively 
debate - a testimony to the vitality 
of working class democracy in Russia. 
But, as we wrote 6 years ago in 
Revolutionary Perspectives 4, by 1921 
the Soviets "played no role in the 
formulation of policy, and no longer 
even ratified Sovnarkom (Council of 
Peoples Commissars) decisions 
Elections to them were held under 
Cheka supervision and only approved 
candidates allowed to stand. 
Anarchists and Councilists have argued 
that this was because the Bolsheviks 
themselves did not "believe" in 
Soviet power. 


THE MYTHS 


We can quickly discount the 
Anarchists since there is no coherent 
Anarchist view on Kronstadt. Some, 
like Walter admit that Kronstadt was 
NOT dominated by Anarchists (see 
Anarchy 2, 1971), whilst others like 
Voline denounced the Kronstadters 
for supporting Soviet "power" on the 
grounds that this was an authoritarian 
demand! 

The Councilists (i.e. those 
who think that the existence of 
workers! councils ALONE will ensure 
the success of the revolution) have 
always used Kronstadt as part of 
their argument that all political 
parties, but especially the Bolsheviks, 
are inherently evil or bourgeois. 

For them it was the ideas of the 
Bolsheviks which caused the counter- 
revolution, forgetting that "iien 
make their own history, but not in 
conditions of their own choosing." 
(Marx). The condition of the working 
class in Russia in 1921 made the 
restoration of capitalism INEVITABLE. 
It is not true, as some Councilists 
assert, that they put forward the 
slogan "All Power to the Soviets" 
simply to get themselves into power 
just to set up a party dictatorship 
over the working class. 
Jince the libertarians have a conspir- 
acy theory of history they believe 
at a "small group of armed men" 
fooled the Russian workers. ‘They are 
thus unable to understand the reasons 
or the decline of the revolution. 
The truth is that leading 
Bolsheviks could see the degeneration 
of the revolution (Lenin was already 
talking about a "degenerated" workers! 


"In all previous revolutions, the 
opponents faced each other directly: 
class against class, programme against 
programme. In the present revolution, 
the soldiers protecting the old order 
intervened not under the banners of 
the ruling class, but under the flag 
of a "socialist" party. 

(Rosa Luxemburg, 21 December 1918) 


state and of "bureaucratic deform- 
ations") but hoped that the Party 
could hold on until the world revol- 
ution. However, by 1921 the isolation 
of the Russian Revolution had quietly 
done its work. The Bolshevik Party 
was no longer the cream of the Russian 
working class it had been in 1917. 

By 1921 only 2% of the Party's 600,000 
members had been members in 1917. As 
the Kronstadt Izvestia wrote, this had 
drastic results. 


"The Communist Party, master of 
the state has detached itself 
from the masses ... the party has 
become bureaucratised, has 
learned nothing, doesn't want to 
learn or listen to the voice of 
the masses. For three whole 


years our party has been filled 
up with self seekers and 
careerists." 


KRONSTADT ERS’ PROGRAMME 


While communists today applaud 
the demand of the Kronstadters for 
"Soviet power", we also recognise that 
the victory of the Kronstadt programme 
would also have meant the victory of 
the counter-revolution. It is no 
accident that Lenin's New Economic 
Policy (NEP),written before Kronstadt, 
should include one of the Kronstadters! 
demands: the idea of concessions to 
the peasants. Isolated as they were, 
the Russian proletarians were forced 
to capitulate to the petty bourgeoisie 
or starve. Lenin and the Kronstadt 
Soviet COMPLETELY INDEPENDENTLY had 
arrived at the same view, that 
concessions would have to be made to 
the petty capitalists of the country- 
side. 

The question remains, "Why did 
the Bolshevik leadership judge it 
necessary to crush the Kronstadt 
Soviet? The brief answer is that 
they believed that Kronstadt would 
have paved the way for the imperialist 
and White counter-revolution. 
Negotiation would have strengthened 
the Kronstadters since if they could 
have held on until the ice melted, 
outside help could have reached them 
by sea. Lenin himself realised that 
counter-revolution was inevitable, but 
hoped that if the Bolshevik Party 
could hold onto state power, it would 
be able to reverse any policies which 
led back to capitalism. What he did 
not realise,was that counter- 
revolution had come to stay and the 
Bolsheviks had become its agents in 
Russia. 

In fact no Communists realised 
that the international revolution was 
dead. Neither the German Left nor 
the Italian Left, the two tendencies 
which fought for revolutionary 
policies in the early 1920s, realised 
the significance of the events of 1921. 
How could they, when the proletariat 
had never before suffered defeats on 
such a scale or in such a way? 

At least the defeat of the Communards 
at the hands of the Versailles Army—in 
Paris 50 years earlier had been clear 
to all. In March 1921 it was imposs- 
ible for any communist to fully under- 
stand the significance of events in 
Russia. Apart from the lack of 
information, it was natural that 

other parties in the Communist Inter- 
national should accept the version of 
events put forward by the Bolshevik 
Party. They could not know at the 
time that this Party had become the 
agent of capitalist counter-revolution 
in Russia. Thus, whilst revol- 
utionaries can never opt out of taking 
sides in the class struggle, it is 
pointless to dwell on the question, 
"What would we have done in 19219" 

The important point is to learn the 
lessons of the events at Kronstadt 

and we cannot do this without under- 
standing the situation in which they 


occurred. 
1921: DEFEAT 


. Within a few months of Kronstadt 
the NEP's attacks on the working class 
were in full swing, whilst inter- 
nationally the Bolsheviks made 
alliances with imperialist powers and 
united fronts were concocted with the 
butchers of the German workers, the 
Social Democrats. At the Tenth Party 
Congress in March factions had been 
banned from the Party - that is, no 
opposition to these capitalist 
policies were allowed. In this 
situation we can see now that 
Kronstadt was the most obvious sign 
of a counter-revolution which had 
developed quietly to explode in 1921. 

With their decision to hold on 
to State power by implementing 
capitalist policies, the Bolsheviks 
had gone over to the capitalist class. 
Kronstadt, therefore, is NOT an 
example of a proletarian party using 
force against its class brothers. To 
draw the "lesson" that workers must 
never use force against another 
section of their class, is a dangerous 
pacifist illusion. It is utopian to 
pretend that during the civil war 
which will follow the proletarian 
insurrection, only outright capitalists 
will oppose the revolution. Not all 
sections of the working class will be 
committed to the revolution at the 


outset, and the nasty truth is that 
the revolutionary civil war will also 
involve violence within the working 
class. But the Bolshevik crushing 

of the Kronstadters was not an example 
of this. The fighting on the ice at 
Kronstadt was between representatives 
of two opposing classes - the insur- 
gent working class and the new state 
capitalist class in the form of the 
Bolshevik Party. 

The recognition that the 
Bolshevik Party had crossed over to 
capitalism in 1921 also quashes the 
nightmare visions about political 
parties held by the Anarchists and 
Councilists. Kronstadt doesn't prove 
that all political parties are anti- 
working class, neither does it show 
that the mevoluslonary party must 
not take power. On the contrary, 
the Russian Revolution shows the 
necessity for, and existence of a 
proletarian political party. In 1917 
it was the Bolsheviks alone who under- 
stood the real interests of the prol- 
etariat,and saw the necessity of 
destroying the Provisional Government 
and replacing it with Soviet power. 

What we can see, 60 years after 
the events, is how far the Bolshevik 
Party, with the same leaders who had 
earned their place at the head of the 
world working class in 1917, had 
become isolated from the working 
class, to the point where it had 
abandoned the proletariat by 1921. 
Unlike bourgeois democracy which 
actually depends on the mass apathy 
and non-involvement of its citizens, 
proletarian democracy demands the 
active involvement of the whole 
working class. Also, without living 
Soviets, the Bolshevik Party had no 
means of keeping in touch with the 
mass of the working class. 

But no amount of moral 
persuasion or formal declarations of 
Soviet power can force the masses to 
continual action,where isolation 
and exhaustion have overtaken the 
class. The only guarantee of success 
is a series of victories which over- 
throw the bourgeoisie in state after 
state. The threat of capitalist 
restoration will remain the greatest 
danger and no permanent steps to 
socialism can be made where it 
remains. 

The real lessons of the 
Kronstadt events are inseparable from 
the decline of the revolution as a 
whole. They give to revolutionaries 
today some basic principles for 
judging the waning of a revolution. 
Calls from a proletarian salient for 
trade with capitalism, the decline in 
the mass activity of the working class 
in the struggle for communism, con- 
cessions to non=-proletarian strata 
within the revolutionary territory and 
the banning of debate the 
Soviets and the future Wo Communist 
Party, are all indications of the 
growing force of counter-revolution. 
They can only be averted by the revol- 
utionary working class in other areas 
overthrowing their "own" ruling class 
and giving immediate support to the 
world revolution. We owe it to the 
memory of the Russian workers of 1917- 
21 and to the success of the next 
revolution,not to forget these lessons. 


El Salvador... 


Cont. from p.10 
Such a step, however, is 

difficult for the El Salvador workers 
to adopt, Caught in the crossfire 
of the guerrillas and the army in 
one of the poorest and most over- 
crowded countries in the world, where 
nearly half the population is illit- 
erate, their situation does not 
make it easy for a clear working 
elass political organisation to 
develop. Yet the workers! 
combativity will be a powerful 
weapon when the capitalist crisis 
leads to the overthrow of the . 
bourgeoisie in the advanced . 
capitalist countries. When the 
U.S. and Russian ruling classes have 
been paralysed by the revolution of 
their own working class then their 
puppets of the Left or Right in 
places like El Salvador will quickly 
follow. 


write 


you've bought Workers' Voice, you've 
cead Workers! Voice. if you like 
hat we're saying, get in touch. 
‘fembers of the CWO are involved in 
‘sany activities, from factory gate 
‘leafletting to interventions at 
‘meetings. Send us information on + 
the class struggle in your worcp"scp, 
or just write to us with questions 
about our politics. Ail letters 
will be answered. 


For contact with the CWO in France, 
write to the CWO U.K. address (as the 
French address is being changed). 


French language translations from CWO 
publications on "La Question da! 
Organisation" and on "Pologne" are 
available, price 5F and 3¥, post free. 


For contact with the CWO in the U.S.A. 
write to: C.W.0., P.O. Box 20725, 
Seattle, WA, 98102, U.S.A. 


address for correspondence 


growth o 
nist aking a 
Workers! sell at y 


vorkplace, to your friends, oz 
jour bookstall. Write for 5 or 10 
(or more!) copies, on a sale or 
veturn basis. 


appeal fund 


The deepening of the cri 
increase in the class strug 
multiplies the number of tasks 

facing communists. The CWO has 
responded to this challenge, but the 
ever increasing costs of materials, 
transport, ¢tc. mean financial 
difficulties. If you agree with the- 
ideas put forward in rkers' Voice, 
‘help to.extend and build its work 
with a donation. Send to the group 
address. ‘Or send us a supporters! 
subscription; £10 to receive all our 
publications and to aid our work. 


and the 


PUBLICATIONS of the CWO. 


Workers' Voice appears quarterly at 
present. The Communist Workers' 
Organisation also publishes an annua 
theoretical journal, Revolutionary 
Perspectives. For an annual 
subscription to all our English 
language publications, send £1.50 to 
the group address. 

(Foreign subscribers send £2.50 
equivalent to cover the cost of 
postage and bank charges.) Cheques 
and money orders should be made 
|payable ONLY to the Communist 
Workers' Organisation. 


EL SALVADOR 


CAPITALIST LIES OR WORKERS 


an just over a year 15,000 people 
aave been murdered in El Salvador. 
They are the victims of a fight 
between two factions of the ruling 
class. Both sides have committed 
genocide against the workers and 
peasants. The masses will gain 
nothing, whichever side wins. 

These simple facts have been 
nidden in the barrage of lies put 
out by the ruling army junta, the 
leftist guerrillas and e@ U.S. 
vovernment. 

A year ago the generals in El 
salvador who represent the "14 
families" who virtually own the 
country, were in real trouble. The 
small but militant Hl Salvadorean 
working class was on strike in over 
50 plants and left-wing guerrillas 
nad seized large areas of the 
country. ‘he ruling class had come 
apart at the seams, with ex- 
ministers and archbishops 
proclaiming their support for the 
guerrillas. Pinally, the murder of 
4 U.S. nuns by the Union of White 
Warriors (a right-wing death squad) 
led to the cutting off of U.S. aid 
to the #1 Salvadorean junta. By 
this time the guerrillas were 
receiving support from every other 
capitalist faction in the country - 
from the Stalinists to the Christian 
Democrats, 1 Salvador looked as if 
it was going to become another 
Nicaragua - replacing a briital right- 
ig Military dictatorship with a 
orutal leftist democracy. 

All this changed within a few 
suort months, starting in the autumn 
of 1980. then the military decided 
to give then ives a new image by 
lian Christian Democrat, 
rte, tne figurehead oftn 

ie promised a revival of the 
d agrarian reform and other 
sial reforms, as well as elections 
tue lie that Duarte was in 
and making reforms did 


in 1952. 
control 


enouga to get Carter to resume 
dilitary aid. 

The lies of the military have, 
nowever, paled into insignificance 
compared witn those of the U.S. 

ers and the guerrillas. rkeagan's 
n vietory in the USA was due 


in the ruling class 

tough policy towards Russia. 
3 failings in Central Asia 

ghanistan) were to be 


mana 


fRussian bloc). 


TRUTH ? 


remedied by Reagan's trouble- 
shooting in Central America. Here 
geagan lied about the extent of 
Russian support for the guerrillas. 
His "proof" of Russian military 
backing consisted in a few documents 
forged by the CIA. This was an 
excuse for him to send $25 million 
in military aid and more advisers to 
Duarte under the pretence that he 
was preventing El Salvador becoming 
another Cuba (i.e. falling into the 
Whilst his leftist 
opponents everywhere screamed about 
"another Vietnam" Reagan was confid- 
ent that he knew the real weakness of 
the 51 Salvador guerrillas. 

The lie that the guerrillas are 
strong has been peddled by both the 
guerrillas themselves and their 
leftist supporters. In fact the 
guerrilla movement is falling apart. 
{ts supposed "liberated zones" in 
the mountains have one by one been 
easily overrun by the Hl Salavador 
army. The political alliance that 
bacxed them has split following the 
Unristian Democrat entry into the 
government. On top of that, the 
Unurcn has also deserted them and 
now denounces them for genocide and 
eviction of the peasants from the 
land. It came as no surprise to 
hear that the Army found no modern 
weapons (Russian or otherwise) in 
the hands of the guerrillas they 
Keagan's 'gamole' is no 
at all. It has served its 
of showing a tough attitude 
ia in preparation for the 
und of arms limit talks. 
joes, however, illustrate a 
oblem for workers and revol- 
es today. Real workers! 

s to be made against the 

¥ Supporting lies of both 
imperialist blocs today. if U.S. 
propaganda says that Russia is 
"communist" and Russia agrees, then 
to all and sundry it appears to be 
communist. In reality though 
Russia, wita wage labour and prod- 
uction for profit is just as 
capitalist as the USA. Similarly, 
both the guerrillas and the Salvador 
Army are factions of the capitalist 
class. They simply offer alternative 


positions of the CWO 


fsvery country in the world today is capitalist - including 
she so-called Communist states (for example Russia and China). 


* Trade unions and shop stewards are the wage brokers for the 
capitalist system and cannot defend the interests of the working 


lass. 


The struggle for communism cannot be waged through Parliament, 


but must be carried out through workers! 


delegates. 


councils with recallable 


working class can only come to power through the creation 


own political party - the 


international communist party. 


capitalist system is in crisis and irretrievable decline. 
only offer inflation and unemployment and it cannot be 


reformed. 
BARBARISM or COMMUNISM! 


The only choice for the future is war or revolution: 


WOGERS 


WONGE 


solutions as to how best to exploit 
the urban and rural working class. 

There is another lie put out by 
both the U.S. Government and the 
guerrillas. When the U.S. State 
Department announced that it was 
naving "no wars of national liber- 
ation in our backyard" it was only 
repeating the claims of the 
guerrillas. National liberation is 
a myth. Today no local ruling class 
can escape from the clutches of 
imperialism. Either they accept the 
aid from the U.S. (like the Sand- 
inistas in Nicaragua) and stay under 
J.S. domination, or they accept aid 
from Russia (like Castro's Cuba) and 
the workers pay the price in blood 
fighting for Russian imperialism in 
Africa and elsewhere. The leftist 
guerrillas in El Salvador won't 
worry about this since their pro- 
gramme of nationalisations is aimed 
against the interests of the working 
atacs as well as against the "14 
families". The only real liberation 
for Hl Salvador's workers will come 
with the tearing down of national 
frontiers by the world working class 
revolution. Meanwhile, the fact 
that that Russian imperialism has 
not supported the guerrillas explains 
why they face defeat today. 


THE WORKERS OF EL SALVADOR—-—— 
Tae 51 Salvadorean working class 
became stronger in the 1950s and 
1960s when high coffee prices and 
foreign loans led to the develop- 
ment of textiles, clothing and light 
engineering factories. Also the 
agricultural workers in #1 Salvador 
have a history of violent struggle. 
Since 1974 the world crisis has hit 
ul Salvador. One of the symptoms 

of this was the "football war" with 
Honduras but more significantly the 
working class responded with a series 
of militant strikes stretching right 
up to the present day. In 1979 and 
1980 strikes were crushed by the 
Army, leaving hundreds of workers 
wounded and scores killed. By 

these struggles the Salvadorean 
workers had placed themselves in 

the vanguard of the world working 
class. 

However, as we wrote in 1979, 
there is a danger "that workers' 
struggles will become trapped in the 
manoeuvres of the leftist, statist 
wing of capital who will pose as the 
armed defenders of the class against 
the Right". (Revolutionar 
Perspectives I4) The TeTtist 
guerrillas deliberately create this 
trap, not just in El Salvador but 
throughout the world. ‘They turn up 
in working class areas and shoot 
soldiers and then disappear, leaving 
the army to complete their work for 
them by shooting the workers. Like 
ETA and the IRA the Salvador 
guerrillas can then pose as the real 
defenders of the class. Caught in 
this bloody trap, it is difficult 
for workers to see that their own 
interests demand the creation of a 
proletarian militia to defend the 
class against both army and guerrilla 
terror. To the terror of all 
capitalist death squads we can only 
oppose proletarian terror. Gont, page 9 
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